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The quantum Bell nonlocality plays a crucial role in quantum information processing. In this pa-
per, we first obtain the quantitative analytical expression of the genuine four-partite Bell nonlocality
of any 4-qubit quantum state. Then, we investigate and derive the genuine four-partite nonlocalities
in the background of the Schwarzschild black hole and the Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime. In
the Schwarzschild black hole, it is shown that the Hawking effect destroys the accessible genuine
four-partite nonlocality while simultaneously having both detrimental and beneficial impacts on the
inaccessible genuine four-partite nonlocality. Besides, we observe that the Hawking effect can gen-
erate the physically inaccessible genuine four-partite nonlocality for fermion fields in Schwarzschild
black hole. This result shows that the genuine four-partite nonlocality can pass through the event

horizon of black hole.

Moreover, we also investigate the influence of the Hawking effect of the

Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime on the genuine four-partite nonlocality of massless Dirac fields.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn, 03.67.Hk

INTRODUCTION

In 1964, Bell [1] demonstrated that any physical the-
ory that adheres to the principles of local realism is in
conflict with the predictions of quantum theory, that is,
the quantum Bell nonlocality. Quantum Bell nonlocality
is an essential aspect of quantum mechanics and plays
important roles in quantum information processing such
as quantum key distribution E, B], communication com-
plexity M, B] and quantum cryptography ﬂa—@]

The quantum Bell nonlocality has been extensively in-
vestigated in bipartite scenarios. However, the researches
in the multipartite scenarios are relatively limited ﬂQf

|E] The resource of genuine multipartite nonlocality is

of significance and has attracted many attention. In the
tripartite scenario, the genuine tripartite nonlocality can
be identified through the violation of the Svetlichny in-
equalities ﬂﬂ] In ] Michael Seevinck generalized the
Svetlichny inequalities to the case of four or more partite
systems. Moreover, Su et al. ﬂﬁ] conducted a quantita-
tive analysis of the genuine tripartite nonlocality. Then
Wang et al. ﬂﬂ] derived an analytical expression of the
genuine tripartite nonlocality. The analytical expression
of genuine four or more partite nonlocality is less known.

In 1915, Einstein proposed the general theory of rela-
tivity, which predicted the existence of a celestial object
called black hole. Subsequently, with the development
of astronomy, the existence of black holes has been indi-
rectly confirmed M] However, there are still many
unknown mysteries surrounding black holes. In 1974,
Hawking discovered that black holes emit thermal radi-
ation, which is known as Hawking radiation ] This
phenomenon connects quantum mechanics and gravity,
and gives rise to the black hole information paradox ﬂﬁi

]. Indeed, the black hole is asymptotically de Sit-
ter, not asymptotically flat. A static and uncharged
black hole is connected to the Schwarzschild-de Sitter
(SdS) spacetime which describes the gravitational effects
caused by both mass M and the cosmological constant A.
The SdS spacetime is obtained by combining solutions of
the Schwarzschild black hole and the de Sitter universe.
It describes the presence of a massive black hole in an
expanding universe with cosmological constants. This
spacetime has both a black hole event horizon (BEH) and
a cosmological event horizon (CEH), which distinguishes
it from single horizon spacetimes ]

In recent years, aiming to better understand the unifi-
cation of quantum mechanics and relativity, the study of
quantum information in non-inertial frames and curved
spacetime has become a new research hotspot @@]
In HE], Wu et al. explore the characteristics of genuine
N-partite entanglement of Dirac fields and its restric-
tive relationships in the background of the Schwarzschild
black hole. In ], Wu et al. examine the properties
of genuine N-partite entanglement of Dirac fields in SdS
spacetime with the inclusion of the BEH and the CEH.
Apart from the entanglement, the study on the nonlo-
cality in the background of the Schwarzschild black hole
and SdS spacetime is also of importance. In , , ],
the authors study the the genuine tripartite nonlocality
of Dirac fields in the Schwarzschild black hole.

In the paper, we first conduct a quantitative anal-
ysis and present an analytical expression of the gen-
uine four-partite nonlocality. Then, we study the gen-
uinely accessible and inaccessible four-partite nonlocality
in Schwarzschild black hole. We initially assume that four
observes share a four-partite GHZ-state in the asymp-
totically flat region. Next, we let n (n < 4) observers
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hover near the event horizon of the black hole, while
4 — n observers remain at the asymptotically flat region.
Thus, we get the analytic expression that encompasses
both physically accessible and inaccessible genuine four-
partite nonlocality. We obtain that the Hawking effect
of the black hole destroys the accessible genuine four-
partite nonlocality, while have both negative and positive
impacts on inaccessible genuine four-partite nonlocality.
Moreover, we find that the Hawking effect can generate
the physically inaccessible genuine four-partite nonlocal-
ity in the Schwarzschild black hole, that is, the genuine
four-partite nonlocality can pass through the event hori-
zon of black hole. Finally, we consider the genuine four-
partite nonlocality in the SdS spacetime with the BEH
and CEH. Let n observers near BEH and m (n+m = 4)
observers near CEH. We obtain an analytic expression
of genuine four-partite nonlocality in the SdS spacetime.
We conclude that for different modes, the S(p4) has dif-
ferent properties with respect to the mass M and the
cosmological constant A, that is, the Hawking effect may
either disrupt or enhance the genuine four-partite nonlo-
cality.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
II, we give quantitative analysis on genuine nonlocality
of general four-qubit states. In Sec.III, we consider the
genuinely accessible and inaccessible four-partite nonlo-
cality in Schwarzschild black hole. In Sec.IV, we study
the genuine four-partite nonlocality in the Schwarzschild-
de Sitter black hole spacetime. We conclude in Sec.VI.

GENUINE NONLOCALITY OF GENERAL
FOUR-QUBIT STATE

We first briefly review the four-partite Bell scenario
and the Svetlichny inequality. Four parties, Alice(A),
Bob(B), Charlie(C) and Dick(D), share a four-qubit
quantum state. FEach party selects one of two possi-
ble measurement outcomes +1 to perform a dichotomic
projective measurement. Without loss of generality, as-
sume that the two measurement observables for Alice are
A=a- -0 and A’ = a’ - 0. Similarly, for Bob, Charlie
and Dick, we have B=b-0, B  =b' -0, C =c- 0,
C'"=c-0and D =d-o, D' =d o, respectively.
Here, a,a’,b,b’,c,c’,d,d’ are all three-dimensional real
unit vectors, and o = {01, 02,03} is the vector given by
the standard Pauli matrices. The four partite Svetlichny
operator is given by ﬂﬁ],

S=[A@B-A@B|e[(C-C)YoD-(C+C") D

1
—[A®@B+A@B|®[(C+C")oD—-(C-C" e D',

and the Svetlichny inequality of a four-qubit state p is
given by

tr(Sp) < 8. (2)

Any four-qubit state that violates this Svetlichny in-
equality is genuinely nonlocal. It has been shown that
the maximum violation value of the Svetlichny inequal-
ity is Smaez = 8v/2 [15], which is attained by the GHZ
state |GHZ) = (]0000) + |1111))/v/2. We define S(p) to
be the maximum violation of the Svetlichny inequality
for a given state p,

S(p) = mSaxtr(Sp), (3)

where the maximum is taken over all possible Svetlichny
operators. Let

N(p) = maz {0,5(’”7‘8}. (4)

maw_g

N(p) monotonically increases from 0 to 1 as S(p) ranges
from 8 t0 Spaz. N(p) = 0 if and only if S(p) < 8, while
N(p) = 1if and only if S(p) = Spaz. That is, N(p)
is a comprehensive measure for quantifying the genuine
nonlocality of the four-partite state p. If N(p) > 0, the
four-partite state p is genuinely nonlocal. That is, When
8 < S(p) < 8/2, p is genuinely nonlocal. To estimate
N(p), we calculate S(p) in the following.

Any four-qubit state p can be expressed in the Pauli
matrix basis,

3
1
p:E Z tijkl0i®q7®ok®ol’ (5)
i,k 1=0

where ;1 = tr[p(o; ®0; @ o), @ 07)], 0¢ denotes the 2 x 2
identity matrix. We have

3
g abjcrditijn
i kol=1

= <C7 Tabd>a

trlp(A® B® C ® D)] =

where T;; = (tijr) are 3 x 3 real matrices with row
and column indices given by k£ and [, respectively, 7,j =
1,2,3, Top = Zij:l a;b;T;;, and (-, -) represents the stan-
dard inner product in R3.

It is observed that the genuine nonlocality of a four-
qubit state is solely determined by the 81 real variables
in matrices Tjj, 4,5 = 1,2,3. The 9 matrices T3;, i,7 =
1,2,3, are called correlation matrices of the four-qubit
state p. Let eg and e; be two orthogonal unit vectors
such that ¢ + ¢’ = 2cosaeg and ¢ — ¢’ = 2sinaey for



some . Let £ =eg- -0 and B/ = e - 0. We have

tr(Sp) =2cosatr{p[(A' @ B'—A® B)@ E® D'
- (A ®B+A®B)®E®D|}
+2sinatr{p[(A® B—A'@ B )® E' @ D
- (A@B+A®B)®E ®@D'|}
= 2cosa((eg, Tyyd') — (e, Tupd’)

— (eo, Tupd) — (€0, Tarrd))

+ 2sina({er, Tupd) — (e1, Torrd)
— (e1,Tanpd’) — (€1, Topd'))

= 2cosafeg, Ag) + 2sin a({e1, A1),

where

A0 = Ta’b’d/ - Tabd/ - Ta’bd - Tab’du

8
A1 =Tpd — Typyd — Typd' — Typd'. ®

In a way similar to the one used in HE], we obtain the
following propositions.

Proposition 1. Let p be the density operator of a four-

qubit state with correlation matrices Ty, 1,5 = 1,2,3.
J

poa 0 0 O O O O 0 O

0 p22 O 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 ps3 0 0 O O O O

0 0 0 pge O O O O O

0 0 0 0 ps5 0 O 0 O

0 0 0 0 0 psg 0 0 O

0 0 0 0 0 0 pr7 O O

- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 pss O
P=1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 pog
0 o 0 o o 0 o0 0 o0

0 o 0 o o 0 o 0 o0

0 o 0 o o 0 o 0 o0
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where p1 1+p2.2+p3 3+p14+05 5+ p6.6+p7.7HPs s+ p99+
P10,10 T P11,11 + P12,12 + P13,13 + P14,14 + P15,15 + P16,16 = 1
and p1,1p16,16 > |/)1,16|2 (p1,16 = p16,1)- We have, see
Appendix A,

S(p) = maz {16v2)p116],4v2IN|} (12)

Then
S(p) = 2y/F(T), (9)
where
1
PT) = max o [Rof® + Al

+V/(IRoll2 + [IA1]2)2 = 4(Ao, A1)?

with the mazimum taking over all possible measurements
given by a,a’,b,b’,d,d’.

Proposition 2. Let p be the density operator of a four-
qubit system with correlation matrices Ty, 1,5 = 1,2,3.
Then

S(p) < 2V Xoll? + [[Aa]*.

(10)

max
a,a’,b,b’,d,d’

Furthermore, the equality is attained if the mazximum is
obtained for some Ag and Xy such that Ag L Aq.

Let us consider the following X-type four-partite state,

=
[=2]

s
=
DO DD DODOOL OO OO o oo oo
)
=
O OO OO OO OO OO oo oo
=
=
SO ODON OO ODODODOOoOOoOOC O OO
o
=
O OO OO ODODODOoOOoOO OO OO
@
>
OO OO OO OO OO O OO OO

R
'S
oo o0ocococoococococoococof

)
—=
=R eBeNeNeoNeNeNeNelololoeNoeNo Nl

—
ot

016,16

where N = p11—p22—p33+p1,4—pP55+p6,6+P77—Ps,8—
9,9+ pP10,10TP11,11 —P12,12+ 013,13 —P14,14 — P15,151 016,16
In particular, when pi1 = pi6,16 = p1,16 = pi6,1 = %, P
reduces to the GHZ state |GH Z) and one obtains S(p) =
8\/5, which is the same result as the one given in [15].
Similarly, for the following X-type four qubit state,



pmi 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0

0 p22 O 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 pss O O 0O 0 0 0

0 0 0 psa O O 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 ps5 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 pgg O 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 pr7 0 O

;- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 pss pso
P=1 0o 0o 0 0 0 0 0 pos poo
0 0 0 0 0 0 pio7 O 0

0 0 0 0 0 P11,16 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 p2s 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 piza O 0 0 0 0

0 0 pusz O 0 0 0 0 0

0 pi52 O 0 0 0 0 0 0

pie1 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0 O

where all the anti-diagonal entities are zero except for two
nonzero entities p; ; and p;; for any 4,7 with ¢ +j = 17.
We have

S(p') = maz {16v3)pi;], 42N } (14)
where N = p1,1—p22—p33+p1,4—p55+p6,6+p7,7— P88~
9,9t p10,10tP11,11 —P12,12+P13,13— P14,14— P15,15 1+ P16,16-

GENUINELY ACCESSIBLE AND INACCESSIBLE
FOUR-PARTITE NONLOCALITY IN
SCHWARZSCHILD BLACK HOLE

Now we consider the genuinely accessible and inac-
cessible four-partite nonlocalities in Schwarzschild black
hole. In [45], the authors quantized the Dirac field in
the Schwarzschild black hole. The Kruskal vacuum and
excited states in the Schwarzschild spacetime can be writ-

ten as ﬂﬂ, 45, @],
1
Ve T 41

1Dk = [1)out|0)in,

|O>K = |O>out|0>1n + |1>out|1>in,
(15)

o

S|
]

[u—

where T' = ﬁ (M is the mass of the Schwarzschild
black hole) is the Hawking temperature, |n)oy: and 1),
correspond to the fermionic modes outside the event hori-
zon and the antifermionic modes inside the event hori-
zon, respectively. Note that the transition from Kruskal
modes to Schwarzschild modes in Eqs.([I3) is the two-
mode squeezing transformations.

At first, the four observers share the following four-
partite GHZ-state at the asymptotically flat region of

the Schwarzschild black hole,

[¥)1.. 4 = a|0000) + /1 — a2[1111), (16)

0 0 0 0 0 0 P1,16

0 0 0 0 0 P2,15 0

0 0 0 0 P3,14 0 0

0 0 0 P4,13 0 0 0

0 0 05,12 0 0 0 0

0 P6,11 0 0 0 0 0
p7,10 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 » (13)
£10,10 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 P11,11 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 P12,12 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 P13,13 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 P14,14 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 P15,15 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 P16,16

where 0 < o < 1. Suppose that there are n (n < 4)
observers hovering near the event horizon of the black
hole, while 4 — n observers remain at the asymptotically
flat region. That is, there are n observers inside the event
horizon of the black hole due to the Hawking effect. From
Eqgs. (1), under the two-mode squeezing transformations,
Eq.(I@) can be written as

[, 440 = @ [|6> [0) out,i]0)in i

= 1
@(\/e‘% +1

+ ﬁﬂ%utﬂ%nﬂ
VT 1) @1 1)

i=1

and

where [0)
i1 Dnga - [1a.

By tracing over physically accessible n — p modes and
inaccessible n — ¢ modes of |¥)1, . 4+n, we obtain state
Pi—n,p.q (D+q = n) consisting of 4 — n Kruskal modes, p
accessible modes for the exterior region and ¢ inaccessi-
ble modes for the interior region of the black hole. The
density operator ps—pn p 4 has the following ],

Pad—n,p,q = ( ) )

where M, V and N are 8 x 8 matrices, see Appendix B
for the detailed expressions.

From Eq.([D3)), we get the genuine four-partite nonlo-
cality among 4 — n Kruskal modes, p accessible modes
and ¢ inaccessible modes as follows,

10)n4110)nt2 - - -[0)4 1)

MV

16v2av1 — o2
Vet 4+ 1p(et + 1)

S(pa—n,pq) = max{ 74\/§|N|} (18)



p=0,0=1

FIG. 1: The genuine four-partite nonlocality S(ps—n,p,q) (n =
1) as functions of the Hawking temperature 7" and initial state
parameter « for different p, ¢, where w = 1. The black plane
is S(pa—npq) =8

where N = p1,1—p2.2—p3,3+p1,4—ps55+p6,6+p7,7—pPs,s—
9.9+ pP10,10FP11,11 —P12,12+ 013,13 — P14,14 — P15,15 1T 016,16-
From Eq.(I8), we observe that the genuine four-partite
nonlocality depends not only the initial state parameters
a but also T', p and gq.

In Fig[TiBl we depict the genuine four-partite nonlocal-
ity S(pa—n,p,q) as functions of the Hawking temperature
T and the initial state parameter « for different p and gq.
Here, n = 1,2,3 since n < 4. There are 9 possible sce-
narios for the genuine four-partite nonlocality S(pa4—rn. p,q)
in Fig[Ii8l Note that the nonlocality S(p4—p, p,4) encom-
passes both all accessible and inaccessible nonlocalities.
That is, the genuine four-partite nonlocality S(pa—n p.q)
is an accessible nonlocality for p = n, while an inaccessi-
ble nonlocality for p # n.

From Figlli3] we see that when p = n, S(pa—npq)
monotonically decreases with the increase of the Hawk-
ing temperature T for fixed c. On the other hand, if the
value of T is fixed, S(pa—n,p,q) IS non-monotonic with
the increase of the initial state parameter «, see the fig-
ures for p = 1, =0, p =2,gq =0 and p = 3,¢q = 0.
In addition, when p # n, if the value of « is fixed,
S(pa—n,p,q) is non-monotonic with the increase of the
Hawking temperature 7. In particular, when a = 0
(o =1), S(pa—n,p,q) is monotonically increasing (decreas-
ing) with the increase of the Hawking temperature 7.
On the contrary, if the value of T is fixed, S(pa—np.q)
is non-monotonic with the increase of the initial state
parameter «. When T — 0, S(pa—n,p,q) monotonically
increases with the increase of initial state parameter «,

p=0.9=2 p=1,9=1

inpa)

S(p,

p=2,4=0

FIG. 2: The genuine four-partite nonlocality S(ps—n,p,q) (n =
2) as functions of the Hawking temperature 7" and initial state
parameter « for different p, g, where w = 1. The black plane
is S(pa-npq) =8

p=0,g=3 p=1,0=2

FIG. 3: The genuine four-partite nonlocality S(pis—n,p,q) (n =
3) as functions of the Hawking temperature 7" and initial state
parameter « for different p, g, where w = 1. The black plane
is S(pa—npq) =8

see figures for p =0, =1, p=1,¢q=1,p=0,¢g = 3
and p = 2,q = 1. Therefore, we conclude that the Hawk-
ing effect of the black hole destroys the accessible gen-
uine four-partite nonlocality, while having both negative
and positive impacts on the inaccessible genuine four-



partite nonlocality. Additionally, regarding the genuine
N-partite entanglement in Schwarzschild black hole, we
know that the Hawking effect reduces the accessible gen-
uine N-partite entanglement and enhances monotonically
or non-monotonically the inaccessible genuine N-partite
entanglement from ﬂﬁ] Thus, the Hawking effect of the
black hole undermines the accessible genuine four-partite
nonlocality and genuine N-partite entanglement, while
producing both adverse and favorable influences on the
inaccessible genuine four-partite nonlocality and genuine
N-partite entanglement.

Interestingly, we find that the value of S(pa—p pq) is
always smaller than 8 with the increase of Hawking tem-
perature 7" and the decrease of @ when p = 0,q = 1,
p=1,q9g=1 p=20,g =3 and p = 2,¢q = 1. Thus,
the physically inaccessible genuine four-partite nonlocal-
ity cannot be generated in these scenario. However, we
find that S(pa—n,pq) has regions both smaller than 8
and larger than 8 with the increase of Hawking temper-
ature 7" and the decrease of @ when p = 0,q = 2 and
p = 1,q = 2. That is, the Hawking effect can generate
the physically inaccessible genuine four-partite nonlocal-
ity for fermion fields in Schwarzschild black hole. This
result indicates that the genuine four-partite nonlocality
can pass through the event horizon of black hole.

GENUINELY FOUR-PARTITE NONLOCALITY
IN SCHWARZSCHILD-DE SITTER BLACK HOLE

In this section, we study the genuine four-partite non-
locality in the Schwarzschild-de Sitter (SdS) black hole
spacetime, distinguished by the existence of a black hole
event horizon (BEH) and a cosmological event horizon
&EH) The ri (BEH) and ¢ (CEH) can be written as

)

2
= —— cos
TH \/K
2 larccos(3M\/K) -7

ro = ——= COS

where A is a cosmological constant in (3 + 1)-spacetime
dimensions ] The surface gravities of the black hole
and the expanding universe are given by

7 + arccos(3M+/A)
3

(19)

A(QTH —+ Tc)(Tc — ’I”H)

kH - 6 ’
iy (20)
ko — A2re+ry)irg —re)
—hC = )
67"0

respectively. The Hawking temperature of the black hole
Ty = ’;—’; is greater than the Hawking temperature of the
expanding universe T¢ = g—i @@]

In @] the authors use the thermally opaque mem-
brane to divide the C region into two sub-regions, that

is, A and B (C = AU B), see Figlll Tt is found that
the n observers positioned at the BEH can perceive the
Hawking radiation at temperature Ty, whereas the m
observers positioned at the CEH can perceive the Hawk-
ing radiation at temperature T¢.

-

r=0, singularity . I, r> 0 i

FIG. 4: The SdS spacetime with thermal opaque mem-
brane [46].

Therefore, the Kruskal vacuum state and the excited
state in the black hole spacetime can be written as @],

|0)i,, = cosr|04,0L) +sinr|la,1L),

Wiy = [14,02), 2D

where cosr = and |nz) represent the

fa Ina)
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number states of fermion outside the event horizon and
the antifermion inside the event horizon of the black hole,
respectively. Correspondingly, the Kruskal vacuum state
and the excited state in the expanding universe can be

denoted by [46]

= cosw|0p,0R) +sinw|lp, 1r),

|1Ba0R>7 (22)

ey
~
ol
Q

Il

1
Ve 76 41 '

We first examine a four-partite GHZ-state that consists
of n Kruskal modes kg and m Kruskal modes k¢,

where cosw =

)10 = @0k, 05y, Oy, OF)

V1=, 1 e 1),

(23)

wheren (0 <n < N), m (0 <m < N) and n+m = 4.
We assign the n modes to the BEH in sub-region A of
C, while the m modes are situated at the CEH in the
sub-region B of C. As a result of the Hawking effects in
the SdS spacetime, the region L in Figll experiences the
emergence of the additional n modes, while the region R
witnesses the appearance of the m modes. From Eqs.(21))



and (22), the Eq.(23) can be rewritten as

n

[),..s = a | @eos 70, 0) + i1y, 1))
=1
®(cosw|03§,0§%> + sinw|1%, 1%)) (24)
=1
+Vl-a? l@(llz,oz»@(uyg, “R>>] .
u=1 v=1

inaccessible modes in
| the density operator

By tracing over the physicall
the sub-regions L and R, from
p4 can be expressed as

My My
— 25
n= (et ) 29)
in the 16 bases {(0Y,...,0%,0%,...,0%),(0%,...,0%, 0%,
R 0 14 SRR § R T § SOOI N ([N N B

14,15, ..., 1)}, where the basis corresponding
to the element o2 cos®™ ) rsin® rcos?(™ 1 wsin? w
contains k “14” and [ “1g”. The sub-matrices M4, Mp
and My are detailed in Appendix C.

Therefore, according to Eq.([IZ), we get the genuine
four-partite nonlocality in the SdS black hole spacetime

as follows,

S(psa) = max {16\/504\/ 1 — a?|cos™ rcos™ w|, 4\/§|N|}(26)

where N = p1,1—p2.2—p3,3+p1,4—ps55+p6,6+p7,7— P33~
09,9+ pP10,10FP11,11 —P12,12+ 013,13 —P14,14 — P15,15 1T 016,16-
From Eq.(20)), it is apparent that the genuine four-partite
nonlocality relies on not only just the initial parameters
a, n and m, but also the mass M of the black hole and
the cosmological constant A.

In Fighl we depict the S(ps4) (the representative el-
ement of genuine four-partite nonlocality) as functions
of the cosmological constant A and the initial parameter
a for different n and m. From Figll we observe that
S(ps) = 4v/2 when o = 0. Besides, when o = 1, S(p4)
is non-monotonic for m = 1,n = 3 and m = 2,n = 2,
and is monotonically decreasing for m = 3,n = 1. For
m=1,n=3and m =3,n =1, S(ps) is non-monotonic
with the increase of the cosmological constant A and ini-
tial parameter . For m = 2,n = 2, S(p4) = 4v/2 when
a = 0or A = 0. If the value of A is fixed, S(p4) is
monotonically decreasing with the increase of the initial
parameter . On the other hand, if the value of « is
fixed, S(p4) is non-monotonic with the increase of the
cosmological constant A.

In Figltl we depict S(p4) as functions of the mass M
and initial parameter « for different n and m. Obviously,
it is seen that S(ps) = 4v2 when a = 0. From Figlf,
S(pa4) is non-monotonic with the increase of the mass M
and initial parameter a. Note that when m = 2,n = 2,

m=1,n=3

m=2,n=2

S

100 100
05 50
00
@ A
m=3,n=1
5
>
=
@»
0
1
100
0.5 50
o 0 0 %

FIG. 5: The genuine four-partite nonlocality S(p4) as func-
tions of the cosmological constant A and the initial parameter
« for different n and m, where M = 0.033 and w = 1.

S(p4) is non-monotonic with the increase of M if the
value of « is fixed. However, if M is fixed, S(p4) is mono-
tonically increasing with increase of «.

m=1,n=3 m=2,n=2

S(p,)

m=3,n=1

S(p,)

FIG. 6: The genuine four-partite nonlocality S(p4) as func-
tions of the mass M and initial parameter « for different n
and m, where A = w = 1.

Therefore, from Figlhland Figlfl we have that for differ-
ent modes, the S(p4) has different properties depending
on different mass M and cosmological constant A. The
Hawking effect of the SAS spacetime may either disrupt
or enhance the four-partite nonlocality. However, S(p4)
is maximized at 4y/2, and it does not show genuine four-
partite nonlocality.

Furthermore, regarding the genuine N-partite entan-
glement in Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole, we know
that the Hawking effect of the black hole destroys quan-
tum entanglement and the Hawking effect of the expand-



ing universe can enhance quantum entanglement HE]
Through our research, the Hawking effect of the black
hole may enhance the S(p4). This result is helpful for us
to understand the Hawking effect in single-event horizon
spacetime.

CONCLUSION

We have investigated the genuine four-partite nonlo-
cality in the background of the Schwarzschild black hole
and the SdS spacetime. Firstly, we have presented quan-
titative analysis on the genuine four-partite nonlocality
and obtained an analytical expression of the genuine four-
partite nonlocality. Subsequently, we have studied the
genuinely accessible and inaccessible four-partite nonlo-
cality in Schwarzschild black hole. We initially supposed
that four observes share a four-partite GHZ-state in the
asymptotically flat region. Then, let n (n < 4) observers
hover near the event horizon of the black hole, while
the 4 — n observers remain at the asymptotically flat
region. We have derived analytical expressions for both
physically accessible and inaccessible genuine four-partite
nonlocalities. It has been illustrated that the Hawking
effect of the black hole destroys the accessible genuine
four-partite nonlocality, while having both negative and
positive impacts on the inaccessible genuine four-partite
nonlocality non-locality. In previous studies , ], the
Hawking effect cannot generate the physically inaccessi-
ble genuine tripartite nonlocality with pure initial states.
But in M], Zhang et al. discovered for the first time that
the Hawking effect can generate physically inaccessible
genuine tripartite nonlocality with certain mixed initial
states. In the paper, we show that the Hawking effect can
generate the physically inaccessible genuine four-partite
nonlocality with pure initial states.

Finally, we have considered the genuine four-partite
nonlocality in the Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole
spacetime with the black hole event horizon and the cos-
mological event horizon. Let n observers near BEH and
m (n + m = 4) observers near CEH. Then, we have
obtained the analytical expression of the genuine four-
partite nonlocality in the SdS spacetime. We conclude
that for different modes, the S(p4) has different proper-
ties under the impacts of the mass M and the cosmologi-
cal constant A, that is, the Hawking effect may either dis-
rupt or enhance genuine four-partite nonlocality. These
conclusions provide a more comprehensive understanding
of genuine four-partite nonlocality in curved spacetime.
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APPENDIX A: GENUINE NONLOCALITY OF
THE FOUR-QUBIT X-TYPE STATE

We analyze the genuine nonlocality of the four-qubit
states p by calculating the value S(p). The 9 correlation
matrices T35, 1, = 1,2, 3, are as follows,

p1,16 + p16,1 ip1,16 — ip16,1 O
T = (tuum) = | ip116 —ip16,1 —p1,16 — P61 0
0 0 0
1 0 0
=2p116| 0 =10 |,
0 0 0

1p1,16 — 1p16,1 —pP1,16 — P16,1 0O

T = (ti2w) = | —p1,06 — p16,1 —ip1,16 +ip161 O

0 0 0
0 —-10

=2p116| -1 0 0],
0 0 O

—ip1,16 +ipis,1 O
p1,16 +p161 O

—pP1,16 — P16,1

Too = (toow) = | —ip1,16 +ipi6,1

0 0 0
-1 00
=2p116| O 10|,
0 00
000
T33 = (tszp) = 00 O |,
00N

where N = p1,1—p2,2—p33+pa,4—ps55+p6,6+p7,7— P88~
9,9+ pP10,10TP11,11 —P12,12+ 013,13 —P14,14 — P15,151 016,16
Besides, Tgl = T12, T13 = T23 = T31 = T32 =0.

According to Proposition [2] we need to calculate the

value of  max  24/||Ao|? + || A1]|?, where the max-
a,a’,b,b’,d,d’

imum is taken over all possible measurement variables
a,a’,b,b’,d,d’. From Eq.(®), we obtain

1Aoll? = (AT — d' Ty — ATy, — ATy ) (Tary d’" — Topd’" — Topd” — Topd”)
= d' Ty Tay d” + ATy Topd”" + ATy Torpd” + ATy Tapy d”
—2d' Ty, Ty d’” + 2dTy Ty AT — 2d' Ty Ty d? — 2d' Ty Ty d T

+2d' T Topd” + 2d' Ty T d™

and
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[A1l? = (dTuws — ATy — d'Tary — A'Tow ) (Tapd — Taryyd — Torpd’ — Toyd’)
= dTwTuwd” + dTuy Ty d” + d'TunTund” + d'Tuy Topd'”
—2dT Ty dT + 2d' Ty Toyd'" — 2dT0pTand’” — 2dTs Tayyd’”
+2dT iy Taryd’" + 2dTyry Ty d'” .

Therefore,

Aol + ALl = (d + d)(TwsTap + Twrt Tary + TaryTurt + Tay Tap ) (AT +d'")
—2d(Tus T + Taryy Turty + TursTary + Ty Tur )"
+2d(TusTayy — TapTare)dT + 2" (T Tty — TapTary )d'"
+2d(Twrty Tars + Tary Tayy — TapTury — TapTap )d'"
+2d"(TopTory + TapTaty — Tarty Tary — Ty T )d”
= 4p7 16 [(af + a3 + af + a5 ) (bF + 05 + b + 05)(dF + d5 + df + dF)
+4(aray — afaz)(biby — bibo)(di + d3 + df + d3') + 4(didy — dyd2)(b1be — biby)(a] + a3 + af + ay’)
+4(didy — dyds)(ahas — aray) (0] + b3 + b7 +b5)] + N?(a3 + a5’) (b3 + b)) (d5 + d7).

(27)

. o . /A .
As a,a’,b,b’,d,d € R? are unit vectors, we have the di =sinassinag [ dy = sin f5 sin g
following polar coordinate transformations ds = sin ai cos ag, < dby = sin f5 cos Be. (30)
. . . . ds = cosa dsy = cos
a1 = sin o sin o a’} = sin By sin fo 3 5 3 Bs
as = sinay cos s, { ay = sin By cos P, (28)
a3 = COS a1 ay = cos B

by =sinagsinay (b} = sin B3 sin By
by = sinag cosay, { by = sin 5 cos B4, (29)  Substitute Egs.(28), 29), (30) into the Eq.(21), we have

bs = cosas by = cos B3 |

[Xoll® + I AL]l* = 407 16 [(sin2 a1 +sin? B1)(sin® az + sin” B3)(sin? a5 + sin? Bs)
+4 sin aq sin [ sin ag sin B sin(ae — fo2) sin(ay — ﬁ4)(sin2 as + sin? Bs)
+4 sin ag sin fs sin ag sin s sin(84 — ) sin(ag — ﬁg)(sin2 ay + sin? B1)
+4sin o sin B sin a sin B sin( Bz — ao) sin(ag — B6) (sin? oz + sin? Bs)]
+ N?(cos® a + cos? B1)(cos? az 4 cos? B3)(cos? as + cos? Bs)
= 4p7 16 [(sin® ay + sin® B1)(sin® a3 + sin® B3) (sin”® a5 + sin® Bs)

+4sin o sin By sin az sin B3 sin(ag — Ba) sin(ay — B4)(sin? as + sin? Bs)

)
+4 sin aq sin f1 sin a sin s sin(fs — ae) sin(ag — ﬁg)(sin2 as + sin? 63)}

+ N?(2 —sin® ay — sin? 31)(2 — sin? a3 — sin? B3)(2 — sin? a5 — sin? Bs).

(31)

+4 sin ag sin fs sin a sin s sin( 84 — ) sin(ag — ﬁg)(sin2 a; + sin? 3



To calculate the maximum value of [[Ao||? + [[A1]|?,
we may suppose that 0 <  sinaj,sinfy,sinas,

IXol* + I Xa]f* =

max

max
a,a’,b,b’.d,d’ a1,B1,a3,83,05,85

11

sin B3, sin s, sin B5 < 1, sin(ag — B2) = sin(ay — B4) =
sin(fs — ag) = 1. Thus,

4p3 16 [(sin® o1 + sin® 1) (sin” a3 + sin® B3)(sin® as + sin’ B5)

+4 sin oy sin By sin o sin B3 (sin” a5 + sin? B5) 4 4 sin as sin B3 sin as sin B (sin? a;
+sin® B1) + 4 sin ay sin By sin o sin Bs (sin® ag + sin® B3)] (32)

+ N?(2 —sin® a; — sin? 31)(2 — sin® a3 — sin? 33)(2 — sin® a5 — sin? Bs)

= max
a1,B1,a3,63,a5,05

where § = (sin® oy + sin? 8;)(sin? a3 + sin? B3)(sin? a5 +
sin? B5) + 4sina sin By sin o sin B3 (sim2 as + sin? Bs)
+ 4sin a sin By sin o sin B (sin® a; + sin? B1) + 4sin oy
sin 31 sin as sin B5(sin a3 4 sin? B3) and & = (2 —

sina; — sin? 3,)(2 — sin®az — sin? 33)(2 — sin® a5 —

4p§7165 + N2¢,

sin? B5). We assert that this maximum value is equal
to max{128p7 15,8N?}.

Let 0 < z,y < 2 be two real numbers. Then the in-
equalities zy < x 4y and 2zy < x? 4+ y? evidently holds.
Therefore,

5§+ 48 = (sin2 aq + sin? ﬁl)(sin2 as + sin? ﬁ3)(sim2 as + sin? B5) 4+ 4 sin aq sin By sin ag sin B3 (sim2 as + sin? Bs)

+ 4 sin a3 sin Bs sin o sin B (sin a; + sin? 1) + 4sin aq sin f sin as sin By (sin? az + sin? B3)

+4(2 — sin® a; — sin? 31)(2 — sin® a3 — sin? 33)(2 — sin® a5 — sin? B5)

= 32 — 3(sin” a; + sin® By ) (sin® o + sin® B3) (sin® a5 + sin® B5) + 8 [(sin® cvy + sin® B ) (sin® e + sin® B3)

+(sin® a + sin® Bs) (sin® as + sin® B5) + (sin® oy + sin® 1) (sin® a5 + sin® Bs)]

(33)

— 16(sin® oy + sin? By 4 sin® a3 + sin? B3 + sin? a + sin? B5) + 4sin oy sin B sin as sin B3(sin? as 4 sin® Bs)

+ 4 sin a3 sin 33 sin a5 sin B5(Sin2 aq + sin? B1) + 4sin aq sin B sin as sin fy (sim2 as + sin? B3)

< 32.

If 128p7 15 > 8N?, then

128/’%,16 - (4/)%,165 +N2§) = 4/)%,16(32 —8) = N
> 16p7 166" — N2’ (34)
> 0.

If 8N2 > 128pi167 then
8N? — (493165 + N2 = N8 —0') — 4P%16‘S

1
> ZNQCS - 40%,165 (35)

> 0.

Besides,
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Ao, A1) = (A" Ty — ATy — ATy, — ATy ) (Tapd — Taryd — Trpd’ — T d’)
=43 16 [(0f + a5 —af —a3)(bT + b3 — b — b)) (d1d} + dady)
+4(ara) 4 agal) (b1 + babh)(dy + d) + dodh) + (a2 + a2 — ai? — a)(d? + d3 — d? — dF)(byb) + bobl)
(07 + b3 = b = b5)(d} + d — dff — d3)(a1ay + azay)] + N? [bsbs(a3 — aF) + (d — dF)

+asay (b3 — b5) + (d3 — df) + dazabsbldsdy]

= 4;)?)16 [sin a5 sin B5 cos(ag — Be)(sin® By — sin® o) (sin® a3 — sin® B3)

(36)

+4 sin oy sin B sin g sin B sin v sin B5 cos(as — P2) cos(ag — Ba) cos(as — Fs)

+ sin oy sin 1 cos(ae — ﬁg)(sin2 as — sin? ﬁ5)(sin2 a3 — sin? B3)

+ sin az sin B3 cos(ay — B4)(sin? a5 — sin? B5) (sin® a; — sin? £1)]

+ N? [cos a3 cos B3 (cos2 as — cos? ﬁ5)(cos2

ay — cos? B1) + cos a cos By (cos2 as — cos? Bs)(cos

2 a3 — cos? Bs)

+ cos ar cos fB5(cos? ap — cos? By)(cos? B3 — cos® az) + 4 cos ay cos B1 cos g cos (33 Cos vz COS [35} .

As it is assumed that sin(ay — fB2) = sin(ay — 84) =
sin(Bs — ag) = 1, cos(ag — B3) = cos(ay — B4) = cos(ag —
B6) = 0. Thus, (Ao, A1) = 0 when sinay = sinf; = 1.
The maximum value of ||[Ag||? + || A1]|? is attained for Ao
and A1 with AgLA;. According to Proposition 2l we
have

$(p) = maz {16v2lp11],4V2IN|} (37)

where N = p1,1—p22—p33+p1,4—p55+p6,6+p7,7—P8,8—
9,9t p10,10tP11,11—P12,12+P13,13— P14,14— P15,15 T P16,16-

APPENDIX B: sub-matrices M, N and V'

From @], the specific expression of the sub-matrix M
is given by

(- T+1)n

1
(eT +1)n
0

in the 2" basis {|00...00),...

,|01...11)}, where the
base corresponding to the element :

(o3
(e F4nn—i(eT +1)°
Note that the element at the position
when n = 3. In this case the diagonal

contains 7 “17.
. 2

(2™,2") is —*—

(eT +1)m

elements of M are non-zero.

The sub-matrix N can be written as

0
0
N = 1—a?
0
0
and the V is give by
0
0
av1l—a?

Ve F1ypet +1)a
0

APPENDIX C: sub-matrixes M4, Mp and Mx
The 8 x 8 sub-matrix M4 can be written as ],

P1,1

My = o? re
A= . ’

08,8

where p11 = cos®™ 1 cos?™ w, pag = cos> rcos? (™)

2 2(n—1)

w -

sin® w and p8,8 = COS~ T sin rsin®™ w.
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The sub-matrices Mx and Mp are given by

respectively, where pgg = a? cos?("=1) rsin? r cos?™ w,

n m P15,15 = a2 sin2" r COS2 w sin2(m_1) W, P16,16 =

0 CosTICosTw a?sin®rsin®"w + 1 — o> and  pig10 =

2, 2(n—1) . 2 2(m—1) , | 12
a” cos rsin” r cos wsin® w.
Mx =av1—a? )
0
and
£9,9
£10,10

P15,15
16,16
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